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Per capita GDP 
in the regions of the European Union 
Average per capita GDP in the Euro­
pean Union 16 644 ECU in 1994 
Initial estimates of per capita GDP for the regions 
of the European Union are now available for 1994 
based on the most recent figures for gross domes­
tic product (GDP) at market prices at national level. 
This publication contains results for the regions 
down to NUTS level II. 
Current data show that the 1994 per capita GDP in 
the European Union was 16 644 in ECU and PPS 
(purchasing power standards). This is an average 
value, the figure varying from Member State to 
Member State: in 1994, it ranged from ECU 7 224 
for Portugal (Greece had the lowest value in PPS, 
at 10 799) to ECU 30 446 (PPS 28 069) for Lux­
embourg. In terms of PPS, the values ranged from 
65% to 169% of the average for the 15 Member 
States. 
Substantial differences between the 
regions continue 
The range is greater if the study is broadened to 
the regions. At NUTS level I ­ which corresponds 
to the Länder in Germany, for example ­ the 1994 
values vary between ECU 5 133 (PPS 7 956, 48% 
of the EU average) in the Açores to ECU 37 786 
(PPS 32 687, 196% of the EU average) in Ham­
burg. Closer analysis of the values for NUTS I 
regions as a whole shows a relatively high concen­
tration around the EU average; 24 out of the 77 
NUTS I regions (or almost one­third of the total) 
had a per capita GDP in PPS that was no more 
than 10 percent above or below the EU average. 
By contrast, only six NUTS I regions show values 
that exceed the EU average by more than a third 
(Hamburg 196%, Brussels 183%, Luxembourg 
169%, île de France 161%, Bremen 156% and 
Hessen 152%). At the other end of the scale, there 
were 9 NUTS I regions in 1994 with per capita 
GDPs that were no higher than 60% of the EU 
average: the German regions of Brandenburg, 
Mecklenburg­Vorpommern, Sachsen, Sachsen­
Anhalt and Thüringen, the Greek region Kentriki 
Ellada, the Spanish region Sur, the French over­
seas départements (1993 values) and the Portu­
guese regions of the Açores and Madeira. 
If we consider the NUTS II regions ­ which in 
France correspond to the régions, for example ­ the 
overall range of values for per capita GDP does not 
change significantly. It does, however, increase 
the ranges of values within the Member States, as 
shown in the following table. 
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The table 1 shows that in many of the Member 
States the maximum value is found in the capital 
region. The dominance of the capital region is 
often clear from looking at the region with the 
second highest value, particularly in Belgium (re-
gion with second highest value Antwerpen, 139%), 
France (region with the second highest value Al-
sace, 110%), Austria (region with second highest 
value Salzburg, 122%) and Sweden (region with 
second highest value Mellersta Norrland, 96%) 
Table 1 
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' France excluding the french overseas départements ~m 
Four regions close to the EU average 
It is also interesting to note which regions are 
closest to the EU average in terms of per capita 
GDP, i.e. close to 100% of the EU average in PPS. 
The table on the inside pages of this publication 
shows that in 1994 "average" regions were Rhein-
land-Pfalz in Germany, the French region Est, the 
Belgian region Luxembourg and the region East 
Anglia in the United Kingdom. 
Large differences in the development 
of regions over time 
As well as the level of per capita GDP in the 
individual regions, another point of interest is the 
trend in this indicator over time, particularly be-
tween 1993 and 1994. In interpreting the develop-
ment of this indicator over time, it should be noted 
that growth rates are influenced by changes in 
(national) purchasing power parities and the size 
of the (regional) population as well as the intrinsic 
change in the regional GDP. 
On the basis of comparisons of the most up-to-date 
estimates for the years 1993 and 1994, as con-
tained in the REGIO database, three groups of 
countries can be distinguished, the first comprising 
Denmark, Luxembourg and Ireland. In these three 
countries, in which regions are distinguished only 
below NUTS level II, GDP per capita in PPS rose 
between 7.2% (Denmark) and 11.5% (Ireland) be-
tween 1993 and 1994, i.e. substantially more 
sharply than the EU average of 4.5%. For the 
second group too, comprising Italy, Belgium, Aus-
tria, Portugal, Sweden and France, only average 
national growth rates can be given, albeit for a 
different reason; the estimates for these Member 
States had to be based on the assumption of 
constant regional gross-value-added structures in 
previous years, since no up-to-date figures were 
available. As a result, the regional growth rates 
correspond to the respective national rates. In 
these six countries, growth rates were substantially 
lower than in the first group, ranging from 3.5% in 
France to 5.8% in Italy. 
The remaining countries, i.e. Finland, Greece, Ger-
many, Spain, the Netherlands and the United King-
dom, are the only ones for which both national and 
regional growth rates are available. Developments 
at regional level vary widely from one country to 
another: 
In Finland, the national growth rate in terms of 
GDP per capita rose by 4.6% from 1993 to 1994 
- approximately the EU average. The lowest 
growth rate (3.9%) was in the Pohjois-Suomi 
(Northern Finland) region and the highest 
(5.9%) in the Itä-Suomi (Eastern Finland) re-
gion. However, the difference in growth rate is 
relatively small, which suggests fairly balanced 
regional growth in Finland's economy. 
In Greece too, differences in regional growth 
rates in terms of GDP per capita were not very 
great, even if the range was somewhat wider 
than in Finland. The lowest regional growth rate 
between 1993 and 1994 was in the region 
Sterea Ellada (3.1%) and the highest in the 
region Kriti (7.8%). Overall, the 5.6% growth of 
Greece's economy in terms of GDP per capita 
in PPS from 1993 to 1994 was higher than the 
average for the European Union. 
A characteristic feature of regional development 
in Germany between 1993 and 1994 was rapid 
growth in the new Federal Länder and substan-
tially lower rates in the old Länder. The highest 
growth rate was in Sachsen with 17.3% and 
lowest in the Regierungsbezirk\Neser-Erns with 
4.9%. At national level, the indicator rose by 
6.9%. 
The characteristic features of the situation in 
Spain were below-average national growth in 
GDP per capita (2.5%) and only slight regional 
variations. The highest growth rate between 
1993 and 1994 was in Canarias with 3.6% and 
the lowest in Asturias with 1.4%. 
In the Netherlands there were major differences 
in the regional development of GDP per capita 
in PPS, the highest growth rate between 1993 
and 1994 being in Zeeland, with 10.5%. Over the 
same period, the indicator fell by 1.1% in the 
region Groningen. The national growth rate was 
5.7%. 
The data available only permit regional growth 
rates for the United Kingdom to be quoted for 
NUTS level I. At this level, the South West region 
had the highest growth rate, with 5.4%, and the 
West Midlands region the lowest, with 3.3%. At 
national level, GDP per capita rose by an aver-
age of 4.4% from 1993 to 1994. 
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Data not available 
DOM regions. 1993 
Statistical data : Eurostat 
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Interesting developments since 1988 
The methodological problems described above are 
less relevant when making comparisons with the 
situation in 1988. Even so, other methodological 
problems come into play, as calculations for 1988 
refer to a different economic territory of the Euro-
pean Union. For 1988, there are no regional data 
for Sweden and Sweden must therefore be left out 
of account in the following analysis. 
A comparison of the relative GDP per capita (PPS) 
figures for 1988 with those for 1994 most notably 
reveals a number of Member States in which the 
indicator increased in all the regions relative to the 
EU average. These include Belgium (including an 
increase of 18 percentage points in the region 
Bruxelles), Spain (with increases reaching 5 per-
centage points in the regions of Madrid, Extre-
madura and Cataluña) and Portugal with a 
remarkable increase from 54% to 74% in the 
Algarve region. 
In two further Member States, GDP per capita in 
PPS expressed as a percentage of the EU average 
increased in the vast majority of regions between 
1988 and 1994. These were Germany, where data 
is available only for the old Federal Länder, and the 
Netherlands, where only Zeeland had a 1994 indi-
cator lower than the corresponding figure for 1988. 
In Italy, there were no significant movements in this 
indicator between 1988 and 1994, apart from the 
fact that it tended to fall in the northern regions and 
to rise in the southern regions compared to the EU 
average. Most regions of the United Kingdom and 
France also tended to show lower values. 
There were big regional differences in Greece be-
tween 1988 and 1994. In many regions the relative 
GDP per capita in PPS rose substantially (the 
biggest rise being 11 percentage points in the 
region Kriti), but there were four NUTS level II 
regions which experienced a fall by up to 8 percent-
age points (region Sterea Ellada) over the six years 
in question. Nevertheless, taking all regions to-
gether, the situation in Greece improved overall by 
6 percentage points. 
Regional developments in Finland and Austria are 
special cases, albeit for different reasons. Above 
all, in Finland, changes in the estimates of pur-
chasing power parities at national level over this 
period meant that the 1994 values for all the re-
gions were below those for 1988 - in some cases 
substantially. Direct comparison with the develop-
ments in the regions of other Member States is 
therefore not possible. In the case of Austria, the 
regional data available are inadequate, which 
means that the developments shown for the re-
gions of Austria are more a reflection of the aver-
age national development. 
Methodological notes 
1. Harmonized estimation procedure 
Estimates of regional GDP and per capita GDP are 
based on GDP data at national level as calculated 
by Eurostat in accordance with the rules of the 
European System of Accounts (ESA). 
National figures are divided up between the regions 
according to regional shares of national gross 
value-added. In principle, use should be made of 
the structure of gross value-added at factor cost, 
but in some Member States, lack of data means 
that use must be made of gross value-added at 
market prices. 
Ideally, estimates of GDP and per capita GDP for 
1994 should be based on the structures of gross 
value-added at factor cost for the same year. How-
ever, these data were not available for all Member 
States and regions at the time of calculation. Con-
stant 1992 structure of GVA was therefore an-
swered for France, Austria, Portugal and partly 
also for Germany, and constant 1993 structure for 
Belgium, Italy, the Netherlands, Sweden and partly 
for the United Kingdom. 
2. Interpreting the data 
GDP and thus per capita GDP are indicators of a 
country's or region's output and are thus of popular 
interest as a way of measuring and comparing the 
degree of economic development of countries or 
regions. It should be borne in mind that GDP is not 
synonymous with the disposable income ultimately 
available to private households resident in a coun-
try or region. GDP or per capita GDP cannot 
therefore be used to make statements such as 
'The people in Region A are more prosperous than 
the people in region B". 
Commuter flows influence comparisons between 
countries - and particularly regions - in terms of per 
capita GDP. Famous examples include Luxem-
bourg, city states such as Hamburg, Bremen and 
Wien, and the Flevoland region in the Netherlands. 
In the case of city states, net commuter inflows 
generally mean that total production in these re-
gions is higher than that produced by its residents 
in employment. Consequently, per capita GDP 
tends to over-represent the productivity of such 
regions and under-represent that of the regions in 
which the commuters live. One example of the 
latter is the region of Flevoland, which has a rela-
tively large number of inhabitants employed in 
other regions. 
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Some of the differences in regional per capita GDP 
reflect differences in population structure. Other 
things being equal, regions with a relatively high 
share of people not of working age - e.g. children 
and pensioners - or with high unemployment, have 
lower per capita GDPs than regions with relatively 
low shares of such population groups. 
Owing to the provisional nature of much of the data 
and the resulting methodological assumptions 
made, the GDP values and derived indicators for 
1994 should be considered as first estimates. As 
further data are made available from the Member 
States, current estimates will be revised. 
3. Notes on the tables 
When analysing the tables, the reader should bear 
in mind the following: 
- Because of the special way in which PPS are 
calculated, the sum of GDP values in PPS for all 
regions does not tally with the corresponding 
value for EUR 15. 
- Values for the French overseas départements 
are excluded from both the sum for France and 
the European Union. 
- Member States are shown in bold in the tables, 
NUTS I regions in capitals and NUTS II regions 
in italics. 
Further information 
• Eurostat publications 
- European System of Accounts: ESA aggregates. 
- REGIONS Statistical Yearbook 
REGIO regional database: in addition to the 
indicators contained in this publication, this Eurostat 
database also gives GDP estimates at NUTS level 
111 as well as data on important ESA aggregates by 
economic branch 
EUROSTAT 
Directorate E: Social and regional statistics and 
geographical information systems 
For further information, please contact the unit 
'Regional accounts and indicators, population and 
geographical information systems" 
Tel. + 352 4301 33280 or 34238 
Fax: +352 4301 34029 
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